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Response to Preliminary Amendment 
The examiner acknowledges canceled claims 1 -10 and new claims 11-14. 

Response to Arguments 

Regarding applicant's argument (lines 6-14, page 6), the examiner maintains that 
Tapperson teaches different types (col. 1, line 35) at different locations (col. 1, lines 25-30, 
industrial processes performed at the plant; lines 32-34, various field devices throughout the 
plant in a distributed control system known in the control art). 

Therefore, rejection of claims 11-14 follows: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such 
that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner 
to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

Claims 1 1 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tapperson et al. (5,682,476) in view of Hatakeyama (5,739,760). 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , Tapperson discloses 

an installation for the remote individual monitoring of plural heterogeneous 
industrial production apparatuses (col. 1, lines 25-30, industrial processes performed 
at the plant; lines 32-34, various field devices throughout the plant in a distributed 
control system known in the control art) located on separate industrial sites (lines 32- 
34, various field devices throughout the plant comprising separate industrial sites) that 
are spaced from one another, each apparatus comprising 

record means or sensor for recording information relating to the operation of 
said apparatus (column 1 , lines 55-56, note: current is a result of reading information 
or proportional to the sensed process variable), 

means for the remote monitoring of said apparatus (Fig. 1 , column 3, lines 62-, 
column 4, lines 1-26, remote industrial devices (24-54)), and 

communication means connected to said record means or sensor and remotely 
connectable to a monitoring station for communicating said recorded information from 
said apparatus to said remote monitoring station (Fig. 1 , column 3, lines 62-, column 
4, lines 1 -26, control room (1 2)), 

said communication means of each production apparatus comprising 

first analog means for structuring under a predetermined first analog said 
recorded information, said first analog being independent of the nature of the 
production apparatus and of said recorded information, and said remote monitoring 
station comprising 

processing means for processing the analog information received from each 
apparatus (column 1 , lines 55-56, note: current is a result of reading information or 
proportional to the sensed process variable, and is analog value whereby said sensor 
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variable is identified through controller and monitor). , generating means for 
generating the control data for controlling each said apparatus (col. 14, lines 53-58, 
judgment generates control of apparatus) and second formatting means and 
transmission means (fig. 7, format is transmitted to slave system for apparatus 
control). 

But Tapperson is silent on 

sending automatically an alarm to said monitor based on the operating 
information, 

said communication means of each production apparatus comprising 

first formatting means for structuring under a predetermined first format said 
recorded information, said first format being independent of the nature of the 
production apparatus and of said recorded information, and 

said remote monitoring station comprising processing means for processing the 
formatted information received from each apparatus, 

generating means for generating the control data for controlling each said 
apparatus and second formatting means and transmission means. 

However, Hatakeyama discloses, in the art of network configuration, sending 
automatically an alarm to said monitor based on the operating information (co. 1 1 , line 
66, send alarm in slave system 2 to master system 1), said communication means of 
each production apparatus comprising first formatting means for structuring under a 
predetermined first format said recorded information (Fig. 3-5, col. 1 1 , lines 49-67, 
first set of data (24) associated with analog and digital), generating means for 
generating the control data for controlling each said apparatus (col. 14, lines 53-58, 
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judgment generates control of apparatus) and second formatting means and 
transmission means (fig. 7, format is transmitted to slave system for apparatus control) 
to provide analog and digital structured data exchange. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to include sending automatically an alarm to said monitor based on the 
operating information, said communication means of each production apparatus 
comprising first formatting means for structuring under a predetermined first format 
said recorded information, generating means for generating the control data for 
controlling each said apparatus and second formatting means and transmission means 
in the device of Tapperson as evidenced by Hatakeyama because Tapperson suggests 
first analog means for structuring under a predetermined first analog said recorded 
information and Hatakeyama teaches sending automatically an alarm to said monitor 
based on the operating information, said communication means of each production 
apparatus comprising first formatting means for structuring under a predetermined 
first format said recorded information, generating means for generating the control 
data for controlling each said apparatus and second formatting means and 
transmission means to provide analog and digital structured data exchange. 

All subject matters except said monitor comprising a second 
communication device including second processor and communicating with first 
communication device in claims 1 4 are discussed above with regards to claim 1 1 . 
However, Hatakeyama teaches, in the art of network configuration, said monitor 
comprising a second communication device including second processor and 
communicating with first communication device (Fig. 2, first communication device 1 
and second communication device 2 to control control-points 4 connected to sensors) 
for the purpose of providing analog and digital structured data exchange. 'Therefore, 
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it would have been obvious to a person skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include said monitor comprising a second communication device including 
second processor and communicating with first communication device in the device of 
Tapperson because Tapperson suggest the remote monitoring of said apparatus and 
Hatakeyama teaches said monitor comprising a second communication device 
including second processor and communicating with first communication device for 
the purpose of providing analog and digital structured data exchange. Therefore 
rejection of the subject matters expressed in claims 14 are met by references and 
associated arguments applied to rejection of claim 1 1 and to rejection provided in the 
previous paragraph. 

i 

Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tapperson in view of Hatakeyama as applied to claim 1 6 above, and further in view of 
Gray (5,426,421). 

Regarding claims 1 2-1 3, Tapperson in view of Hatakeyama continues, as 
disclosed in claim 16, to disclose wireless and wired network. But Tapperson in view 
of Hatakeyama does not disclose said network is a telephone network. 

However, Cray discloses, in the art of network configuration, added feature of 
telephone network or interface (column 2, lines 5-14, lines 64-68 and column 3, lines 
1-6, note: network using telephone line) to increase the area of remote device (or 
apparatus) monitor and control region. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
include added feature of telephone network or interface (column 2, lines 5-14, lines 
64-68 and column 3, lines 1-6, note: network using telephone line) to increase the 
area of remote device (or apparatus) monitor and control region in the device of 
Tapperson in view of Hatakeyama as evidenced by Cray because Tapperson in view of 
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Hatakeyama suggests wireless and wired network and Gray teaches added feature of 
telephone network or interface (column 2, lines 5-1 4, lines 64-68 and column 3, lines 
1 -6, note: network using telephone line) to increase the area of remote device (or 
apparatus) monitor and control region. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matsuichiro Shimizu whose telephone number is 
(703) 306-5841 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 
from 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik, can be reached on (703-305-4704). The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703- 
305-3988). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703- 
305-8576). 

Matuichiro Shimizu A , y| 
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